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CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 


Council of the Faculty of Arts and Science 


Minutes of the meeting held on Friday, September 20, 1991 


Present: C.L. Bertrand; M. Yates; B. Harris; P. Bird; S. Carter; F. Stevens; C. White; 
J. Lightstone; C. Foster; J. Appleby; J. Gavin; P. Widden; M. Brian; R. Pallen; 
E. Preston; B. Lewis; M. Mendell; W. Knitter; G. Auchinachie; J. Woodsworth; 
W. Sellers; J. Anderson; S. Kumarapeli; G. Decarie; L. Crysler; C. Lévy; J. 
Locke; P. Allen; W. Byers; A. Teffeteller; C. Gray; R. Sharma; M. Poirier; N. 
Segalowitz; I. Robinson; M. Ainley; S. Hoecker-Drysdale; G. Newsham; C. 
Potworowski; J. Snyder; J. Vidmar; J.F. Plamondon; K. Clément; B. Leonhardt. 


Regrets: M. Kusy; G. Kanaan; H. McQueen. 
Absent: G. Fisher; J. Fiset. 
Guests: A.B. Doyle, M. Oppenheim, C. Brown. 


Documents Distributed and Considered at this meeting: 


ASFC 91-7M-A Nominations/Ratification - Arts and Science Faculty Committees 
ASFC 91-7M-B Nominations for Honourary Degree Candidates 
ASFC 91-7M-C Undergraduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 (Report 73U) 
ASFC 91-7M-D Graduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 (Report 73G) 
ASFC 91-7M-E Degree Nomenclature 
ASFC 91-7M-F Departmental Self Evaluation: Undergraduate Programme Review (Report 
80-1 Philosophy, Report 80-2 Physics) 
i. Call to Order 


Dr. Bertrand called the meeting to order at 2:08 p.m. 


ASFC 91-7M 
2. 


91-7M-1 


91-7M-2 


91-7M-3 


Approval of Agenda 


It was moved and seconded (Gray/Segalowitz) that the Agenda be approved 
as circulated. 


Carried. 


Approval of the Minutes 


It was moved and seconded (Robinson/Hoecker-Drysdale) that the minutes of 
the Arts and Science Faculty Council meeting held May 13, 1991, be 
approved as circulated, with Dr. C. Gray and Dr. W. Knitter to be added as 
present. 


Carried. 


It was moved and seconded (Gray/Preston) that the minutes of the Arts and 
Science Faculty Council meeting held May 21, 1991, be approved as 
circulated, with Dr. Teffeteller and Dr. Gray to be added as present. 


Carried. 


Remarks from the Chair 


Dr. Bertrand welcomed all present to the first meeting of Council for the 1991/92 
academic year. As customary, all present introduced themselves. 


Dr. Bertrand reminded Council members that Friday, September 27, 1991, would 
be the Second Annual Shuffle to raise money for Concordia Student Scholarships. 
He encouraged all to participate either by shuffling for pledges or by pledging a 
shuffler. Last year over $18,000 was raised for student scholarships. 


The next meeting of Council will be held Friday, October 18 at 9:30 a.m. to 
approve the Graduation Lists and perhaps to discuss the Space Plan also. 


One item on the agenda of the November meeting would be to debate the 
establishment of a School of Graduate Studies. 


Dr. Bertrand announced that departments must have received the Guidelines for 
the Appraisal of Programs on which APC had been working. Dr. Barbara 
MacKay, Associate Vice Rector, Academic - Curriculum would attend the 
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October meeting of the Chairs of the Faculty of Arts and Science to discuss 
program appraisals and curriculum changes. 


It should prove to be a very interesting fall. 


5. Questions/Announcements 


Dr. Mendell brought to Council’s attention the fact that the Chairs’ Caucus was 
to be held following the Council meeting on October 18th. Dr. Mendell 
requested clarification of the October meeting agenda of Council. She wanted to 
attend both the Chairs’ Caucus and the Council meeting dealing with space. 


Dr. Bertrand said that in that case, a special meeting of Council would be called 
in October to discuss the space plan. The scenarios should be available early in 
October. Steering Committee decided that the principles should be debated in 
conjunction with the scenarios. He understood that the deadline was sometime 
in November or early in December to the government. 


6. Nominations/Ratification - Arts and Science Faculty Committees 


Arts and Science Faculty Steering Committee 
Dr. William Byers (MATH) 


Dr. Susan Hoecker-Drysdale (SOCI) 
Dr. M.Graeme Decarie (HIST) 

Dr. Christopher Gray (PHIL) 
Elected by Secret Ballot 


Arts and Science Faculty Committee to Supervise Elections 


Dr. Martin Reidy (PHIL) 
Elected by Acclamation 


Arts and Science Faculty Computer Resources Committee 


Mr. John Vidmar (BIOL) 
Ratified 


Arts and Science Faculty Curriculum Committee 
Mr. Jean-Francois Plamondon (POLI) 


Ratified 


Arts and Science Status of Women Committee 
Mr. Jean-Francois Plamondon (POLI) 
Ratified 
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NOTICE OF ELECTIONS 


Call for Nominations Nominations to be received in the Dean’s Office 
by October 10th, 1991. 


Arts and Science Faculty Steering Committee 


Two (2) undergraduate students 
These are for one (1) year terms. 


University Senate 
One (1) Arts and Science Faculty representative to replace Professor M. Catry- 


Verron who is on sabbatical. 
This is a one (1) year term. 
This position is open to a part-time faculty representative. 


Senate Academic Planning and Priorities Committee 


One (1) full-time faculty member to replace Dr. T. Arbuckle-Maag who is on 
sabbatical. 
This is a three (3) year term. 


Board of Graduate Studies 
One (1) faculty member to replace Dr. H. Fink who is unable to attend this year. 


This is a one (1) year term. 


Graduate Awards Committee 

One (1) faculty member from the Social Sciences to replace Dr. V. Talai who has 
resigned. 

This is a one (1) year term. 


Arts and Science Faculty Curriculum Committee 


One (1) full-time faculty member to replace Dr. N. Eddy who has resigned. 
This is a one (1) year term. 

Two (2) undergraduate students - These are one (1) year terms. 

One (1) graduate student - This is a one (1) year term. 


Arts and Science Faculty Panel 


Six (6) undergraduate students - These are one (1) year terms. 


Arts and Science Committee on General Education 


One (1) full-time faculty member 
One (1) undergraduate student 
These are one (1) year terms. 
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Arts_and_ Science Faculty Appeal Committee - (Regulations Regarding 
Academic Re-evaluation) 


Two (2) undergraduate students 
Two (2) undergraduate students to serve as alternates 
These are one (1) year terms. 


Arts and Science Faculty Honours Committee 


One (1) honours student - This is a one (1) year term. 


Arts and Science Student Request Committee 


One (1) undergraduate student to serve as a regular member 
One (1) undergraduate student to serve as an alternate 
These are one (1) year terms. 


Nominations for Honourary Degree Candidates 


Dr. Bertrand reminded Council that the nominations for Honourary Degree 
Candidates for Spring Convocation 1992 were to be submitted to Mr. Ken 
Whittingham. Dr. Bertrand asked that a copy be sent also to the Dean’s Office 
as Arts and Science Faculty Council would like to approve the names. 


9. Undergraduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 - Report 73U 


91-7M-4 


It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Preston) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council approve the Undergraduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 
(Report 73U) with the following changes: 


Page 1 - BIOL 420: this is only a change in title delete "and prerequisite" 
Page 1 - BIOL 364: this is only a change in prerequisite 
delete "and description" 
Page 2 - BIOL 431: delete "... and a visit to the Montreal Aquarium" 
Page 3 - CHEM: B.Sc. Honours in Biochemistry "... of CHEM 450° as 
appropriate" in lieu of "...where..." 
Page 7 - ADED 344: at foot of page delete reference to this course as it 
appears on p. 8 following 
Pages 18 and 19 should be transposed 
Page following Page 21 "FRAN equivalents" should read: 

3 
FRAN 204 FRAN 213° 


FRAN 205° 
FRAN 204° FRAN 214 
FRAN 205° FRAN 215° 
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Page 2 of these equivalents should be excluded from report 

Page 25 - LEIS: Change in programmes. To the introductory statement, 
List Y in both programmes to include: "LESR 336, 360, 361, 420, 428" (all 
previously slot courses) 

Page 30 - MATH 216: this sub-title should read "Change in title, description 
and note" 

Page 31 - GERM: heading should read "addition of notes" Delete "change 
in description" 

Pages 17, 18 and 19 are amended (to clarify ‘classification’ of change only) 
Page 17 - FRAN 301°: change "Le cours d’approfondissment" to "Ce cours" 
Page 34 - After list of course deletions add: (editorial change only): 

LING 300(3) Sociolinguistics I - delete Roman numeral I 


Dr. Robinson asked for clarification of POLI 314? The Politics of the Holocaust. 
There were three departments now offering courses relevant to the Holocaust. 
The Department of Religion offered two courses and there was also a course 
shared between History and Sociology on the History and Sociology of Genocide. 
He wondered whether there was a need for a fourth department to add a course 
on The Holocaust. 


Dr. Robinson also requested clarification of POLI 318? Politics of Zionism and 
Anti-zionism in Judaism. This seemed to him to be covered by a course in 
Religion, namely RELI 328 on Modern Jewish History. He wondered whether 
these offerings were redundant and should be deleted. 


Dr. Stevens responded that those very objections were raised by the Curriculum 
Committee. However, the Department of Political Science assured Curriculum 
Committee that both these topics were being treated from a different angle. 


Dr. Robinson said that that was a natural response. However, he thought that the 
university looked at its curriculum as a whole which was why these curriculum 
changes were brought before the Arts and Science Faculty Council. 


Mr. Vidmar commented that from reading the course descriptions he felt the 
courses seemed to be focusing on the ideology of the topic which was a different 
perspective from the theological or religious perspective. 


Dr. Sharma agreed that there was no redundancy; history covered one thing, 
religion another and political science something different. It seemed to him that 
this would be a completely different aspect of the subject. 


Dr. Poirier remarked that he did not dispute Religion’s teaching of the theology 
of the Holocaust but did the History Department approve of Religion teaching the 


ASFC 91-7M 


91-7M-4 


7 


History of the Holocaust on the same grounds that these courses were being 
censured. The politics of the Holocaust was different from the theology of the 
Holocaust; he thought there was room for another course. 


Dr. Robinson informed Council that Religion taught two courses on the subject, 
one on the History of the Holocaust and the other on the Theology of the 
Holocaust. 


Dr. Segalowitz asked if it should not be included in the Notes of the course 
description that there were other courses; including those given in Religion, for 
which credit would only be given if the topics covered were different. 


Dr. Decarie noted that Council could not allow departments to declare a subject 
"theirs alone". If the courses were redundant then the students would soon 
enough let the professors know. 


Dr. Stevens explained that the reason for the Note was to inform students that 
these courses were given under another number as a “special topics or slot 
course". If a student took the course under a "slot course” number then the 
student could not take the course again under its new number for credit. 


Dr. Robinson said that he was satisfied with the explanations. 


Dr. Gray asked for clarification of the Etudes frangaises courses on page 21, 
TRAD 302 and TRAD 303. They seemed to be identical. 


Dr. Woodsworth responded that the courses were the same except that one was 
directed to the French stream of translation and the other directed to the English 
stream. 

Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale commented that the course description for POLI 477 was 
unnecessarily vague. She suggested the department should make the course 
description more specific and informative to be more useful to students. 


Dr. Poirier made note of the suggestion. 


It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Preston) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council approve the Undergraduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 
(Report 73U) with the changes listed above. 


Carried. 
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91-7M-5 


Graduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 (Report 74G) 


It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Lévy) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council approve the Graduate Curriculum Course Changes 1992-93 (Report 
74G) with the changes listed below: 


Page 2 - EDUC: delete GROUP A and GROUP B 
Page 3 - EDUC 505° should be cross-listed with CHST 616 

EDUC 515° should be cross-listed with EXCI 215 
Page 5- EDUC: Change in preamble to read "...qualified teachers including 
those interested in daycare, and others interested in the development ..." 
Following Page 10: PSYC: in Changes section, #2: meetings are held weekly 
not bi-weekly 
Number pages 11-13. 
Page 13- GEOG: Admission Requirements will be added to the Geography 
section on page 136 of the Calendar 


Dr. Bertrand requested an explanation of the reason for the cross-listing of a 
diploma level Education course with a first-year Exercise Science course. 


Dr. Stevens replied that it was the only course available to students in the 
program. It was a course that offered educators of young children the 
opportunity to learn something about psycho-motor activities. The students could 
not do a more advanced level course without having taken this course. 


Dr. Sellers explained the historical background to EXC] 215. Exercise Science 
originally offered that particular course for Education students. It proved to be 
so popular with Exercise Science students that it became part of their program as 
well. When it was proposed that a 500-level course be given in this area for the 
Education diploma students, it was found that the diploma students did not have 
the background to take a course at an advanced level. 


Dr. Knitter pointed out that overall one should note that the curriculum in the 
diploma program had been improved to have its full complement of graduate 
courses. A second point was that this program provides qualified persons who 
have other kinds of teaching certificates with an opportunity to be recertified to 
work with children. It was therefore appropriate that they should have some 
knowledge of psycho-motor skills of young children. 


Dr. Lightstone noted that he was still not satisfied with this answer. He 
anticipated that when this proposal got to the Board of Graduate Studies and 
Senate the very question of how a diploma level course could be cross-listed with 
an entry level undergraduate course would require an answer. Cross-listed 
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courses were to be taken from the senior-most level of the undergraduate 
calendar. 


Dr. Knitter responded that by the time someone got to the diploma level they had 
to have a B.A. One would expect an entry level course to have been part of their 
general education. However, Exercise Science was quite a specialized area, the 
scientific study of bodily movement was not usually part of a student’s program 
of study. One may find, in fact, that the level of the course and its general 
absence as part of a general education in addition to the appropriateness of such 
a course in a program for teachers of young children would make it an 
appropriate course for the diploma program. 


Dr. Bertrand asked Dr. Segalowitz if the Psychology course which was noted as 
a "Q-credit course" was correct. 


Dr. Segalowitz said that was so. 


Dr. Bertrand wondered whether the EXCI 215 course could not be a 0-credit 
course for the Education diploma students. 


Dr. Knitter asked if the opportunity to become a practising psychologist 
recognized by the Quebec Accreditation Association for the M.A. graduates in 
Applied Psychology had disappeared. He wondered what options were open to 
the studented interested in being a practising psychologist, must they all now go 
for a Ph.D. and further was the internship the kind of experience that was no 
longer the business of the university. 


Dr. Bertrand requested that Council give speaking privileges to Dr. Anna-Beth 
Doyle from the Department of Psychology. There were no objections. 


Dr. Doyle replied that what would disappear with the Master’s in Applied 
Psychology would be the automatic acceptannce by the corporation of someone 
with that degree from our university. If someone had a bachelor and a master’s 
degree in Psychology plus the practical experience required by the corporation, 
they would be approved by the corporation and licensed. But that degree would 
no longer automatically entitle them to be licensed. However, Dr. Doyle pointed 
out that it was part of the Ph.D. program in Psychology and that while doing 
their Master’s in Psychology students enroled in the clinical profile would acquire 
that type of experience. When students were finished they were welcomed to 
apply to the corporation for licensing. 


Carried. 


Degree Nomenclature 
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Dr. Bertrand reminded Council that they had two documents dealing with this 
issue before them. The first was ASFC 91-7M-E, Notice of Motion from Senate 
which was attached to the document from the Ad Hoc Committee on Degree 
Nomenclature. The second document was ASFC 91-7M-E(a), a motion proposed 
by Arts and Science Faculty Council’s Steering Committee. 


Dr. Byers explained that the motion proposed by Steering Committee was to 
replace the first two paragraphs of the Senate motion following "Be It Resolved", 
and that the third paragraph would stand as it was. 


91-7M-6 It was moved and seconded (Byers/Hoecker-Drysdale) that Arts and Science 
Faculty Council approved in principle the adoption of the nomenclature for 
degrees as proposed in Senate document US-91-D18 (ASFC 91-7M-E). 


Faculty Council however, proposes that effective June 1, 1992 all students 
who have completed the requirements for their degree be entitled to receive 
their degrees in either the existing or new degree nomenclature (current 
abbreviations, i.e. B.A., M.A. and Ph.D. to be used in conjunction with the 
new nomenclature, for clarity’s sake.) 


Faculty Council approves that all graduates who previously have been 
awarded a Concordia degree be entitled to request that their degrees be re- 
issued in the new degree terminology. 


Dr. Bertrand requested speaking privileges for Dr. Michael Oppenheim, 
Department of Religion and Chair of the Senate Ad Hoc Committee on Degree 
Nomenclature. There were no objections. 


Dr. Oppenheim said that Senate was asked last year about the possibility of the 
current degree nomenclature being in sexist language. The members of Senate 
Ad Hoc Committee came from all faculties: Fine Arts, Arts and Science, 
Commerce and Administration, and Engineering and Computer Science; as well 
as members from other constituencies of the university. The Committee met for 
a long time and tried to look carefully at what Senate was asking of them and the 
implications of the current nomenclature. They were concerned that if a change 
was called for that it would not adversely affect past or present graduates. They 
also began to see that any changes in nomenclature would have complex legal 
Tamifications. This would not just be going to Faculty Councils and Senate but 
would have to go to higher levels outside the university such as Le Conseil des 
Universités. After research, discussion and comments, the committee formulated 
the recommendations having decided that the names of the degree titles should be 
changed. They decided that the titles at present refer to the person and not to the 
degree and that the titles were not at present gender-equal. The suggestion was 
that the titles now be made to refer to the degree and that the terms used be as 
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close to those in current use and be gender-neutral, much as they are in French. 
Changes were needed but new terms had to be readily recognized. The terms the 
committee came up with were Baccalaureate, Magisteriate and Doctorate. In 
addition, the abbreviations of B.A., M.A., Ph.D., etc. should be kept for clarity. 
Many within the university found the present nomenclature sexist. The university 
Started out as a male domain and continued that way for a long time and changed 
only in the mid-20th century. Degree names at present reflected this male 
superiority and pointed to female inferiority. The committee felt that by choosing 
gender-neutral terms they were including and welcoming women to the university. 
Some people had said that arguing about degree nomenclature was just quibbling 
about words. But as everyone in the university knew, words were not mere 
words, words have power. Words reflect and direct the social world. We know 
that words, especially legal titles, have moral, social, and political mood and 
effects. The committee decided women and others should be included in the 
university and a university should be a place that included all. The committee 
felt there would have to be changes in degree nomenclature. Dr. Oppenheim 
concluded his general statement with a quote from The Rector, Dr. Kenniff’s Fall 
Convocation speech in 1990. “It would seem that our society has profound 
difficulty in coming to terms with what is actually meant by the acceptance of 
difference. We have not recognized that acceptance, rather than mere tolerance 
of difference, must of necessity carry with it fundamental changes. Fundamental 
changes to the patterns, whether political or personal by which our lives are 
organized and our views expressed." 


Dr. Oppenheim then spoke to the motion brought forward by the Steering 
Committee of the Council of Arts and Science. The motion that was suggested 
by the Steering Committee of Senate was a 3-part motion. It suggested that 
Senate approve the adoption of the degree nomenclature as suggested by the Ad 
Hoc Committee; that those who had already graduated could choose to change or 
not to change to the new degree nomenclature; that those already in the system 
also had the choice of nomenclature. But most important, the motion stated that 
after June 1, 1992 all incoming students would receive the new degree 
nomenclature. The motion put forward by this Council’s Steering Committee 
does not comply with that. It proposed that all students would continue to have 
the choice. Dr. Oppenheim reiterated the Committee’s belief - that present 
degree nomenclature was not gender-neutral which meant that the idea of choice 
would be silly. There was a principle here. Either a change should be made and 
we should make it or a change was not needed and no change would be made. 
Dr. Oppenheim suggested that Council might wish to look at the original Senate 
motion. Adopting this change would give Concordia an historic opportunity to 
show that as a university. it saw itself as a place for everyone. 


Dr. Levy asked if there were parallel motions in the other faculties. 
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Dr. Bertrand responded that Senate’s motion had been sent to all Faculty Councils 
in the university for discussion and comment to be sent back to Senate. 


Dr. Levy asked what would happen if one faculty voted against the motion. 


Dr. Bertrand replied that Senate would make the final decision. There were four 
faculties and the Board of Graduate Studies as well and if only one decided 
against the motion, presumably the majority vote would prevail. 


Dr. Gray asked if Steering Committee’s motion were defeated, would Council 
vote on Senate’s motion. 


Dr. Bertrand responded that there were two parts to Steering Committee’s 
motion. The first was to approve the change to the degree nomenclature. The 
second part stated that Arts and Science Faculty Council believed that the freedom 
to choose which nomenclature should appear on the degree should remain in 
perpetuity. If Council defeated the entire motion the Dean would interpret that 
to mean that Council did not approve the change in degree nomenclature and he 
would take that message to Senate. 


Dr. Poirier presumed that degrees were issued at present in English. He asked 
if they were issued in Latin whether the problem of sexism would be solved. 


Dr. Teffeteller clarified for Council that the suffixes tere and raur have been 
masculine for the past 3000 years. The use of Latin would not solve the 
problem. 


Dr. Segalowitz asked if Council were discussing the motion in two parts. 


Dr. Bertrand said Council was discussing the motion in its entirety but would 
consider a request to split it. 


Dr. Segalowitz so asked. 

Dr. Lightstone said that he felt a split in the motion would mean that logic said 
Council must debate the second half first since approval of the first half would 
be contingent on what happened with the second half. 


Dr. Byers and Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale agreed to allow the motion to be split. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale thought Steering Committee's intention was to simplify and 
streamline Senate’s motion, not to change the meaning behind it. 


Dr. Bertrand said that he felt that some members of Steering Committee did not 
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like Part 1 of Senate’s motion which said that new students would not have the 
choice of nomenclature. 


Dr. Bertrand stated that as Dr. Byers and Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale were in 
agreement, Council would address the second part as a separate motion and then 
address the first part as a separate motion. 


91-7M-7 It was moved and seconded (Byers/Hoecker-Drysdale) that Arts and Science 
Faculty Council proposes that effective June 1, 1992 all students who have 
completed the requirements for their degree be entitled to receive their 
degrees in either the existing or new degree nomenclature (current 
abbreviations, i.e. B.A., M.A. and Ph.D. to be used in conjunction with the 
new nomenclature, for clarity’s sake.) 


Dr. Byers asked Dr. Oppenheim if the term Magisteriate was not out of line with 
what was given at other universities in North America. It was important that 
Concordia’s degrees be recognized and accepted throughout North America and 
the world. Dr. Byers, referred back to Dr. Lightstone’s comment, that Steering 
Committee felt that the abbreviations should be included on the degrees which 
they were led to understand did not happen at present. 


Dr. Pallen suggested that eg. be substituted for i.e. in the motion so as not to 
exclude the engineering and science degrees. 


91-7M-8 It was moved and seconded (Byers/Hoecker-Drysdale) that Arts and Science 
Faculty Council proposes that effective June 1, 1992 all students who have 
completed the requirements for their degree be entitled to receive their 
degrees in either the existing or new degree nomenclature (current 
abbreviations, eg. B.A., M.A. and Ph.D. to be used in conjunction with the 
new nomenclature, for clarity’s sake.) 


Dr. Ainley said that there was nothing wrong with being at the forefront of the 
world in coining a new term that had no sexist connotations. She commended the 
committee on the choice of Magisteriate. She felt that it fitted well with 
Baccalaureate and Doctorate. She herself had received a “Maitresse en science" 
with the letters M.Sc. after it, and had not encountered any difficulty. 


Dr. Bertrand asked Dr. Ainley her thoughts were about the question of freedom 


of choice. 


Dr. Ainley said that she felt freedom of choice of nomenclature would lead to 
confusion. 
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It was moved and seconded (Segalowitz/Leonhardt) that the letters signifying 
the degree be shown on the diploma in conjunction with the nomenclature. 


Dr. Lightstone asked if that was the original intent of the Senate committee? 


Dr. Oppenheim agreed that it was. 


Dr. Bertrand said he did not wish to accept another motion at this time but that 
he would be willing to accept an amendment to the main motion at a later time. 


Dr. Segalowitz and Mr. Leonhardt agreed to postpone the motion. 


Mr. Vidmar said that he felt that students would want a choice. Students did not 
want to be bound by a word that did not mean anything. He did not intend to be 
sexist by going for a Master’s degree. 


Dr. Decarie said that this issue was sparked by one person’s request for a 
Mistress of Arts degree. In fact most women did not want a Mistress of Arts 
degree and that degree should not be forced on them. Council had no sense of 
how many people wished to be called Magisteriate of Arts and for ideological 
reasons an unwanted choice was being forced on people. As much as he disliked 
sexism in degrees he also disliked forcing people to accept titles for purely 
ideological reasons. 


Dr. Ainley asked if anyone knew how many people were ever asked if they 
wanted to be called a Master’s of Arts or Master’s of Science. She pointed out 
that were no statistics on that question. 


Dr. Widden informed Council that he had just returned from a field trip with 
seven female and four male students where this very subject was discussed. The 
reaction of all the women was that they felt the Master’s degree meant that they 
had "mastered" something. He had discussed this subject with students and 
colleagues and no one wanted a degree nomenclature change however, if there 
was to be a change then they wanted to be able to choose. 


Dr. Newsham said that we seemed to be going from a noun to an adjective. She 
was also against choice of nomenclature. 


Dr. Lightstone also argued against the freedom of choice. The university was not 
in the business of tailor-making degree names. The university offered a degree 
and that was what students received upon graduation. He said that giving 
someone a choice was giving them the wrong message. If we were not happy 
with the nomenclature then it was not doing the job. He said that the choice of 
which words were to be used to signify the degree was not important. What was 
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important was whether Council felt that the existing nomenclature was sexist. He 
advised Council to defeat this motion -that of giving people the choice of 
nomenclature. Then Council should discuss whether or not the new termonology 
rang true to members. 


Dr. Teffeteller asked what other universities were doing about this issue. 


Dr. Oppenheim said that other universities were also looking at the subject. The 
committee looked at all the degree titles in use in Europe, the Commonwealth and 
North America to try to find out what the options and best termonology were. 
Magisteriate was a newly coined term but the Committee thought that using it in 
conjunction with the designation M.A. would make it clear. More importantly in 
choosing new termonology they were showing a reaction to a situation that needed 
to be changed and they came up with the titles mentioned in the document. 


Mr. Plamondon said that it was important that the persons receiving the degrees 
who would be the ones to live with it should have the right to choose. 


Dr. Lévy asked why we didn’t aline ourselves with Université of Montréal. We 
are an English university in a French milieu. 


Dr. Oppenheim responded that that was the first thing they looked at but many 
in the university were opposed to that idea. 


Dr. Ainley said that Ms. Gammon felt that by asking for a Mistress of Arts 
degree she would bring this issue to the forefront and open debate around it. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale said that as members of the Steering Committee did not 
get to see the motion in print before the meeting, she felt that this motion did not 
reflect her position. She felt that legally, the university could not give the choice 
of degree nomenclature to its students. She said that a decision would have to be 
made - either we wanted to make the change or we did not. 


Ms. Clémont said that her feeling was that female students felt that the Master’s 
degree meant mastering a subject, and was not a sexist title. 


Dr. Gray observed that the discussion had stayed on moral grounds thus far. On 
practical grounds, students would look at the university’s calendar, and believe 
that this university was not giving degrees up to the level of other universities. 


Ms. Foster said that allowing students the freedom of choice would create a 
bureaucratic nightmare. Other universities were waiting to see what Concordia 
was going to do; they were also unsure. The Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration recommended that the question should go to a student referendum. 
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Dr. Sellers said that he would prefer to give students a choice. 


Dr. Byers pointed out that Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale had withdrawn her support of 
Steering Committee’s motion and therefore another seconder of the motion was 


needed. 
Dr. Poirier seconded the motion. 


91-7M-10 It was moved and seconded (Byers/Poirier) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council proposes that effective June 1, 1992 all students who have completed 
the requirements for their degree be entitled to receive their degrees in either 
the existing or new degree nomenclature (current abbreviations, eg. B.A., 
M.A. and Ph.D. to be used in conjunction with the new nomenclature, for 
clarity’s sake.) 


Professor Preston said that however sympathetic one might be to the intent of the 
original motion, the solution suggested by use of the word Magisteriate would not 
solve the problem. Indeed, it would be a change from one man - Master to 
another man - Magisteriate, the latter was made up of the original form of the 
first noun Master - Magister, so in fact there was no solution. 


Mr. Leonhardt said that the question was part of a general tendency of our time 
and perhaps all Western civilization towards an ideological purism but very little 
humanism. He agreed with Dr. Lightstone that it was not intelligent to offer 
freedom of choice. However, since one was dealing not just with principles but 
with practice, once you were faced with a university bent on imposing on students 
something that most of them did not want, then the only fair thing was to vote for 
freedom of choice even though in principle he was against it. 


Dr. Hoecker-Drysdale asked if it was necessary to vote on the motion at this 
meeting. 


Dr. Bertrand did not have the answer and asked Dr. Knitter if he knew when the 
question would be on the Senate agenda. 


Dr. Knitter said that he was not sure as Steering Committee of Senate was only 
meeting the following week. 


Prof. Brian said that her recollection was that it was to come to the second 
meeting of Senate in October. 


Dr. Sharma said he believed in principles but this was one area where they should 
not be considered. If there were to be changes, then a choice must be allowed. 
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Dr. Sellers asked what would be the purpose of delaying the discussion to a later 
date. 


Dr. Byers supported the idea of tabling the motion to allow Council time to hear 
from students as he would prefer to have wider student input. 


Dr. Segalowitz agreed that he would like to get input from Psychology students, 
the majority of whom were women. 


Dr. Carter argued that it would be far simpler to try to find out students’ wishes 
on the matter before coming to a decision on the matter. 


Dr. Oppenheim informed Council’s that a CUSA representative was on the Ad 
Hoc Committee. This member did poll students and the change in nomenclature 
was fully supported. 


Dr. Lewis said that this was an important statement for Concordia to make - that 
degree nomenclature at present was sexist and that a change was needed. 


Dr. Robinson heard a struggle to understand where the students were and what 
they desired. What was not heard was any systematic attempt to ask students not 
in one’s immediate access their feelings and he wondered if it were not possible 
to conduct a poll of students’ opinion. 


Dr. Bertrand said that he understood from Ms. Foster that Commerce and 
Administration had passed a resolution to hold a student referendum on the 
question. 


Sister Allen said Council was being asked to shift the focus of the nomenclature 
from the person to the degree. There was a question of what people were 
choosing. If you shift from person to degree what was the best word to identify 
the middle degree. She asked that there be clarity about the two issues. 


Mr. Plamondon suggested Council recommend that a referendum be given 
throughout the university to ask students what they want on their degree. 


Dr. Lightstone said that he was concerned that Council was mixing up several 
problems. A referendum could not be called unless you were prepared to be 
bound by its results. The problem was not due to a lack of data but rather 
ambiguity about the solution. The issue of choice was another way not to face 
the ambivalence to the question of should the change in nomenclature be adopted 
or not. He requested that Council deal with the issue head on. Unless the 
question of choice was dealt with, the change of nomenclature would never be 
dealt with. 
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Dr. White said that giving students a choice carried a problem with it. If a 
Student had the choice of a degree and there were a stigma attached to one of the 
choices, it could make a difference. Dr. White concluded that he would argue 


against choice. 
Dr. Bertrand said that he was ready to entertain a vote on the motion. 


91-7M-10 It was moved and seconded (Hoecker-Drysdale/Crysler) that Council table the 
motion until the next full meeting of Council. 


Vote: 23 for tabling 
15 against tabling 


Carried. 


11. Departmental Self-Evaluation: Undergraduate Programme Review 


91-7M- It was moved and seconded (Stevens/Mendell) that Arts and Science Faculty 
Council receive from the Curriculum Committee Report #80-1 Philosophy 
and 80-2 Physics, Departmental Self-Evaluation: Undergraduate Programme 
Review, September 1991 with 1 correction: 
Page 11, Section IV, third paragraph to read "Faculty and Staff: only 
numerous enough to cope with teaching their increasing student demand;". 


Dr. Stevens requested that this document be substituted for document 91-5M-D 
which was presented at the May meeting which was incomplete. The document 
presented at this meeting was complete and encompassed the history, the 
evaluative report and the descriptive report for each department. All future 
reports will be similar in composition. 


Dr. Stevens reported that there were 7 departments in the Faculty of Arts and 
Science undergoing self-evaluation in 1991/92. 


She thanked the Faculty Curriculum Committee and Ms. Christine Brown for 
their hard work. 


Dr. Byers congratulated Dr. Stevens and her Curriculum Committee and asked 
how the process adopted by the Faculty of Arts and Science would mesh with the 
document that Chairs had received from Dr. Barbara MacKay. He requested 
that Dr. Stevens explain to Council how academic reviews as discussed at Senate 
would compare with the process followed by the Faculty of Arts and Science. 
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Dr. Decarie stated that these were essentially examinations of the procedures of 
education; they were not examinations of the results of education. It did not 
examine what happened to the students who passed through the experience which 
seemed to him to be the fundamental test. He hoped that evaluation of students 
who passed through a department would be included in future examinations. 


Dr. Stevens responded that an attempt had been made to do this in both 
departments but the records available were simply inadequate. 


Dr. Bertrand said that this could be raised at the Chairs’ Caucus in October with 
the Associate Vice Rector, Academic. The Alumni Office in the process of 
tracing Concordia alumni but it was a slow process. 


Dr. Sharma commented that in his reading of the comments of the committee 
about the department’s report he detected a reluctance on the part of the 
committee to annoy the department with strong criticism. The committee should 
have been more forthright with their criticism. 


Dr. Stevens commented that both departments learned a Jot and that had been 
enough for her - at least for the first round. 


Dr. Bertrand reported that Physics was made aware of where there were 
shortcomings in the department and were now working towards improvement. 
This was similar to the result in the Department of Philosophy. 


Dr. Stevens stated that she was looking forward to the next round of self- 
evaluations and was ready to visit departments. 


The Report was accepted as presented. 


12. Other Business 


There was no other business. 


13. Next Meeting 


The next meeting of Council would be held October 18th, 1991 at 9:30 a.m. 
This would be the graduation meeting. 


Dr. Bertrand announced that a spacial meeting of Council would be called in 
October to discuss space. 
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Dr. Bertrand said that the November meeting would deal with Degree 
Nomenclature and perhaps the issue of the School of Graduate Studies. 


14, Adjournment 


91-7M- It was moved and seconded (Segalowitz/Poirier) that the meeting be 
adjourned at 4:35 p.m. 


